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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is significant because it examines the application of maturity models in the context of Indian higher education institutions (HEIs), a field where quality assurance mechanisms are undergoing reform through the NAAC’s new Maturity-Based Graded Accreditation system. The paper provides an in-depth analysis of key maturity models, compares their strengths and weaknesses, and explores their relevance for institutional accreditation. This research contributes to the scientific community by bridging theoretical frameworks with practical policy reforms, offering insights that can guide HEIs in aligning with global best practices and sustaining continuous improvement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus of the paper. A slightly more concise alternative could be:
· “Maturity Models and Quality Assurance in Indian Higher Education”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. However, it could be shortened slightly for conciseness by focusing more on findings and contributions rather than background context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It demonstrates logical argumentation, theoretical grounding, and adequate evidence from existing maturity model frameworks. The comparison of different models (CMMI, BPMM, PMMM, EECMM) is well presented and relevant to the study’s objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent (many from 2014–2023), and appropriate to the study’s scope. The author might consider adding more recent studies on higher education accreditation reforms in India (post-2022) and comparative works from other developing countries for stronger international perspective.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English is of good scholarly quality. Some sections are lengthy and could be tightened for readability, but overall the writing is clear, formal, and appropriate for academic publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  The paper is comprehensive but somewhat lengthy; condensing sections (especially detailed model descriptions) could enhance readability. 
  Figures or tables summarizing key model comparisons are useful; however, visual clarity could be further improved. 

  The conclusion could be strengthened by explicitly linking the findings to policy implications for Indian HEIs in light of NEP 2020.
The paper is well-structured, original, and timely, but would benefit from minor revisions in abstract conciseness, slight condensation of detailed content, and stronger policy recommendations.
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No ethical issues were identified.
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